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Applicant's arguments filed January 2, 2004 liave been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

The two declarations filed on January 2, 2004 have both been fully considered by 
the examiner. However, the examiner is unsure of the point that applicants are making 
in the declaration. It appears, that applicants are stating that Miller indices are not 
considered by them to be important. This is in direct conflict with the claims and the 
specification, which set forth a specific set of miller indices. Further, the examiner 
requests explanation. 



